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Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 41.41^ the following Remarks are respectfully submitted in 
response to the Examiner's Answer dated March 19, 2008. Appellant reasserts all arguments 
contained in the Principal Brief. 
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Application No.: 10/518»904 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1, 2, S and 6 are pending. Claims 1, 2» 5 and 6 stand iinaUy rejected It is from 
the final rejection of claims 1, 2, S and 6 that this Appeal is taken. Claims 3 and 4 were 
previously cancelled. 
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Application No.: 10/518,904 

Groands of Rejection To Be Reviewed By Appeal 

(1) Claims 1, 2, 5 and 6 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) for obviousness 
predicated upon Miyamoto et al. (USP No, 6,744,895) ("Miyamoto") in view of Han et al. (US 
2002/0071590) ("Han"). 
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Application No.: 10/518^04 

Argament 

Claims 1, 2, 5 and 6 stand rejected under 35 U«S.C* § 103(a) over Miyamoto in view of Han. 

It is alleged in the Examiner* s response that the combination of Miyamoto and Han 
discloses the limitations of the present invention. Applicants respectfully submit that this 
allegation is incorrect. 

On page 15, lines 1 1-14 of the Examiner's answer, the Examiner alleges that "'since 
improved interval-accuracy is a result of the 'foregoing structure' as admitted by Applicant, and 
Han disclosed the foregoing structure', Applicant's arguments that foUow in paragraphs 2-6 
regarding the positional relationship betiveen the structure and the diaphragm are moot'' because 
one portion of the Applicants' Appeal Brief mentions that the structure of the loudspeaker of the 
present disclosure allows for improved interval-accuracy. Applicants respectfully disagree. 
While the statement made by the Applicants does not explicitly discuss the diaphragm, it is 
implicitly included in the statement, as a first and second di^^hragm is included in all pending 
claims, and as the Examiner acknowledged, in paragra]^ 2-6 of the Appeal Brief. 

Furthermore, it is explicitly stated on page 3, line 16 - page 4, line 2 in the January 22, 
2007 OfHce Action, that the interpretation of interval-accuracy is 'that since the lower surface of 
the yoke is a reference plane of the frame during injection molding, that the diaphragm 
connected to the lower portion of the frame is precisely connected since it is connected to the 
part of the frame closest to the reference plane> in comparison to the other diaphragm connected 
to the upper portion of the frame since the height of the upper portion of the frame depends on 
the thickness of the components: yoke, magnet, top plate," which the Applicants agreed to in the 
April 23, 2007 response. Thus, the Examiner is fully aware that the positional relationship 
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Application No.: 10/518,904 

between the diaphragms and the other components of the loudspeaker play a significant role in 
the improvement of interval accuracy. As such, contrary to the Examiner's allegation, discussion 
of the positional relationship between the diaphragms and the other components is not ^'moot/' 

On page 1 6, lines 4-7 of the Examiner's Answer, the Examiner states '"Applicant fails to 
realize that Miyamoto does disclose the positional relationship of the diaphragms to the 
firame. . .and that the combination of Miyamoto and Han is simply a replacement of Miyamoto's 
frame." However, as stated previously, neither Miyamoto nor Han disclose a difference in the 
interval-accuracy between the first diaphragm and the second diaphragm . Nor does the 
combination of the two references result in such a difference. In fact, there is no recognition of 
the phenomenon of interval-accuracy, let alone a suggestion that the interval-accuracy can be 
improved. As such, there is no suggestion or motivation for the use of the improved side of the 
loud speaker over the other in tenns of interval-accuracy, structural integrity or any other feature. 
Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that the combination of Miyamoto and Han fails to 
disclose the above cited features of the present invention. 

In addition, it is alleged on page 17, lines 4-1 1 of the Examiner's Answer that it would 
have been obvious to use the frame of Han in place of the iOrame of Miyamoto to enhance the 
speaker of Miyamoto, and that the interval-accuracy would be a direct result of the combination 
of both references. However, the Examiner has not provided the requisite evidence necessary to 
support his attempt to combine the fi'ame of Han, which fails to disclose the use of diaphragms, 
with the loudspeaker of Miyamoto, which does disclose diaphragms, let alone support his 
position that the attempted combination would result in the claimed relative positions of the 
diaphragm and other components of the loud speaker. As such. Applicants submit that it is not 
. obvious to combine Miyamoto and Han. 
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AppUcationNo.: 10/518,904 

In view of the above arguments and the Appeal Brief, Appellant respectfiilly submits that 
the Examiner's rejections imder 35 U.S.C. § 103 are not legally viable. Appellant, therefore, 
respectfully solicits the Honorable Board to reverse the Examiner's rejections of claims 1, 2, S 
and 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Miyamoto et al. (USP No. 6,744,895) in view of Han et al. 
(US 2002/0071590). 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1 .136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 500417 and please credit any excess fees to 
such deposit accoimt. 
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